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AMERICANS ARE BEING HURT BY SOVIET TRADE OFFENSIVES 


Americans who trade in international markets are finding business is tougher today because 
of Communist competition. Within the past two months there have been reports that: 


1) Communist countries have been dumping raw aluminum and some ferro-alloys used in 
steel making on the British market at prices well under those of Canadian or U.S. companies; 


2) Communists have been using rigged barter deals to buy up Turkish tobacco at prices 
much higher than American firms can afford to pay; they later sell the tobacco to U.S. dealers 
in exchange for U.S. dollars; 


3) Russian wheat has been moving into Brazi! via Finland at prices lower than those at 
which Brazil could buy the wheat from nearby Argentina; 


4) Argentina, meanwhile, has been signing trade deals with Communist countries; and on 
March 7, the Argentine Minister of Commerce and Industry stated that he wished also to secure 
technical and economic assistance from Russia. 


Behind The Trade Deals 


This burst of Communist trade activity has caught many American businessmen by surprise. 
Yet, the Soviet trade offensive really began in earnest in the fall of 1953. Freedom's Facts 
reported in its March 1954 issue that the Communists were "judging every trade deal, no matter 


how small, on the basis of whether it will make the Communist Empire stronger or whether it will 
make the free world weaker." 


This bulletin also reported that political ends were even more important than the economic 
ends of driving Western business out of world markets: Pravda (May 24, 1953) pointed up the 
relationship between politics and trade in commenting on a plea by Britain's Clement Attlee in 
favor of giving Red China a seat in the UN by stating: "Of course, this statement is not based 
on Attlee's sympathy for communism. . . but on the real economic interests of England, which 
are, as is known, the basis of her political interests." 


Over the past five years Communist productive abilities have increased tremendously. 
Now Reds are undercutting prices of Western companies to drive them out of foreign markets. 
They are offering lower rates of interest for credit on Communist sales to boost sales at American 
expense, At the same time, they are buying goods from strategic countries at higher prices than 
American firms can pay to force buyers as well as sellers out of critical markets. 
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Both moves are obviously aimed at simultaneously strengthening the Communist Empire and 
weakening the free world—politically. : 


This Shows Up Even In Chicago 


The February issue of Friendship, published by the Chicago Council of American-Soviet 
Friendship, featured an article by Mikhail Nesterov, Chairman of the USSR Chamber of Com- 
merce, on Soviet imports and exports. 


This was followed by a note that a neighborhood newspaper chain in the Chicago area had 
carried a column on the opening of the St. Lawrence Seaway. The column suggested that we 
must have the following conditions if Chicago is to benefit from the new Seaway: "1. Peace; 
2. Reciprocal trade treaties and lower tariffs; 3. Recognition of Red China and a lifting of the 
trade embargo; 4. Increased trade with Central and Eastern Europe; and 5, A large scale per- 
manent system of showing European goods for sale in America. ..." The pattern shows through 
in suggestion number three; political action motivated by a desire for trade. 


Astute American businessmen are naturally concerned about the 400 per cent increase of 
Soviet trade with Southeast Asia and the Middle East in the past few years, the risk that some 
basic American industries may come to depend upon Communist supplies, and the immediate 
problem of being forced out of foreign markets by cut-throat Communist competition. 


Apparently, what the Reds can not get with propaganda, diplomacy, espionage, or sub- 
version, they are now trying to gain through trade. Or, as Soviet Party Secretary Nikita 
Khrushchev smilingly says: Boys, this is our Communist idea of "peaceful competition." It 
is a competition Communists expect to win. 


Well, will they? 


HOW REDS PREPARE WORLD FOR SUMMIT MEETING 


A heavy world-wide attack on U.S. foreign policy is accompanying Communist prepara- 
tions for their much wanted summit conference. We may have our own honest differences of 
opinion as to what our country should or should not be doing in the international arena. But 
we should know, as well, what the Communists are trying to do. 


Evidence of their work pops up in a variety of places—and always with the same trade- 
marks, These include "mass protests" against "A-weapons and tests"; individual and mass 
protests against U.S. overseas bases; promotion of the idea that the Soviet Union will never 
attack any other country or interfere in anyone's internal affairs. 


Over the past few months dozens of reports along these lines have been reported in 
Pravda, by the Soviet news agency TASS, and in Red China's People's Daily. According to 
these reports, people in Britain, especially, and others throughout the sorte are protesting 
most loudly against setting up “American missile bases" on their lands. 


The Role Of Communist Parties 


These protests are presented as coming from the common people of the different countries. 
However, fhe national Communist Parties are hard at work stirring up this public opinion against 
U.S. missile bases, A and H bomb tests, and all U.S. foreign policies which oppose Com- 
munist expansion, 


An example is a Moscow report of a February 28 rally near the American air base in 
Huislip, England. The main speaker was Secretary General of the British Communist Party 
Gollan, who made these points: 


1. Protests against American air bases in Britain are not protests against the American 
people, but against "the policy of preparing a new war carried out by the ruling circles of the 
United States ;" 


2. The idea of a Soviet "threat" is pure propaganda, for the Soviet Union "pursues no 
military aims. It has no aggressive intentions, is not carrying out an expansionist policy." 


3. Communists and Laborites should support a program of "no rocket bases in Britain, an 
end to the Conservative policy of nuclear war, an immediate ban on all further nuclear weapons 
tests, support for the atom-free zone in Europe, and conclusion of an all-European security pact." 


4. Britain should "break with the American war union," Gollan said: “We want our 
country to be free and independent." 


Same Story Everywhere 


Communists are telling the same story everywhere, for their first duty, according to Lenin 
and his followers, is to support the foreign policy of the Soviet Union. To the extent that their 
ideas appeal to other people in their countries, they gain popular support of many non-Com- 
munists and even some anti-Communists. 


All this political and agitational effort flowing from Moscow and from national Com- 
munist Parties has a purpose. It is to pressure heads of Western governments to take part in a 
summit conference on Soviet terms, and, more important, to condition world public opinion to 
demand agreements along Soviet-suggested lines when the summit conference takes place. 


This is flagrant interference in the internal affairs of other countries. It is a kind of 
interference Stalin promised to cease in 1933 when the U.S. first recognized Russia, and again 
in 1943, when Stalin liquidated the Comintern. Nonetheless, it has increased, 


So far, neither Western governments nor voluntary organizations in Western countries 
have really come to grips with the problem of counteracting the subversive effects of this kind 
of Communist maneuvering. 


Such propaganda and agitation led the West into defeat at the Geneva summit meeting in 
1954, Unless this propaganda and agitation is effectively counteracted today, it will prepare 
the way for an even greater defeat for the West in a summit meeting in 1958, 


COMMUNISM'S FIGHTING "PEACE PARTISANS" 


When the Soviet Ambassador to the United States indicated he was going to make speeches 
on peace throughout the nation, a new era in U.S. - U.S.S.R. relations began. Correspondents 
in Washington knew his objective was to "go to the American people" and persuade them to push 
President Eisenhower into a Soviet-style summit meeting. 


Had our Ambassador to the Soviet Union proposed such a speaking tour, he would have been 
thrown out of the country for “interfering in the internal affairs" of the U.S.S.R. But when the 
Soviet Ambassador proposed his tour, many Americans accepted it as a gesture of Soviet good will 
and desire for peace. No one thought to ask, "What do the Communists mean by 'peace'?" It 
is a shame no one has asked that question up to now, for the answer would chill you to the marrow. 


A Word of War 


In the Communist dictionary, "peace" is a word of war. It is used most often in such phrases 
as "peace partisans," "fighters for peace," and "batter the warmongers to death with peace." In 








the name of "peace," Communists have urged Asians, Africans and Latin Americans to drive out 
Americans and take up arms against "reactionary" governments. In the name of "peace," they 
have fought "little wars" in Korea, Viet Nam, Malaya and the Philippines. 


V. 1. Lenin explained in 1916 that the principal objective of any Communist "peace pro- 
gram" is "to explain to the masses the need for a revolution, and to support, aid and develop 
the revolutionary struggle of the masses." In 1949 the then powerful Georgi Malenkov said: 
"The international peace movement is based not on pacifist ideology, which is a rule combines 
denial of war in words with utter passivity in deeds, but in a firm determination actively to fight 
the warmongers." 


In The Fight To Overthrow Capitalism 


Joseph Stalin added in 1952: “It is possible that in a definite conjuncture of circumstance 
the fight for peace will develop here or there into a fight for socialism. But then it will no longer 
be the present peace movement, it will be a movement for the overthrow of capitalism." 


To further clarify the meaning, the former Soviet Foreign Minister V. M. Molotov stated in 
February 1955: "Our task is to make use of these contradictions [ in capitalist countries] in 
the interests of supporting and strengthening peace, and in the interests of weakening the aggressive 
antidemocratic forces | Communist term for the free world] ." 


Soviet Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev uses different words, but he means the same thing by 
"peace" as did Lenin, Stalin, Malenkov and Molotov. Back in June 1954, when he was speak- 
ing more openly about Communist aims, Khrushchev told Party members in Prague, Czechoslovakia, 
that Soviet Communists have "the sympathies of the working people [ in the capitalist countries] , 
who derive from our successes in construction work strength and determination for their struggle 
against the capitalist regimes, against exploitation, against the danger of war, for peace and a 
happy future of the peoples of their countries." 


In Khrushchev's vocabulary, struggling "for peace" is the same as "the struggle against the 
capitalist regimes" and for a Communist future. Even sitting down to talk "peace" with Com- 
munists under present conditions implies we are ready to abandon our overseas bases and break up 
our NATO and SEATO military alliances, for these are all symbols of "the dangers of war" which 
the Soviet "peace" drive aims to shatter. 


An Explanation That Chills The Marrow 


It was the Communist International in 1928 which really laid this "peace" policy open to 
public inspection. The Comintern stated: “The international policy of the USSR is a peace 
licy, which conforms to the interests of the ruling class in Soviet Russia, viz, the proletariat. 
This licy rallies all the allies of the proletarian dictatorship around its banner and provides 
the = = for taking advantage of the antagonisms among the imperialist states." (Underlining 


added, Ed.) 

The Comintern continued: "The aim of this policy is to quard the international revolution and 
to protect the work of building up socialism — the progress of ian is revolutionizing the world 
.... This policy is the Leninist policy of the proletarian dictatorship. It is merely another—and 
under present conditions—a more advantageous form of fighting capitalism; a form nee the USSR 
has constantly employed since the October Revolution." (Underlinging added, Ed.) 

This, then, is the "peace" which Khrushchev and Menshikov want the United States to 


agree to at a new summit meeting. Shouldn't we rather seek a "peace" which would close down 
aggressive Communist Parties and drive Communist influences out of the world? 









NEW PUSH BEHIND REDS' "CONQUEST OF POWER" POLICY 


When the Communist Information Bureau, or Cominform, was liquidated in April 1956, some 
writers hailed the event as the end of Soviet attempts to Communize the world. They argued 
that the Reds had taken over so much territory they needed a "time of peace" to put their 
internal affairs in order, Some speculated that the Reds were so tired of aggression they were 
ready to "make a deal" with the West to leave the rest of the world alone, 


Such writers are having to swallow their words today. During March, Red leaders in 
Moscow announced that a new Communist information center is being set up in Prague, Czecho- 
slovakia. As with the Cominform, the objective of the new set-up is to coordinate the 
activities of overseas Communist Parties to speed Communizing of the world. 


Selection of Prague as headquarters for this new organization is cruel irony. Just ten 
years ago, Communists seized power in Czechoslovakia by the same "peaceful" and "parlia- 
mentary" means by which they now plan to seize power in other free world countries. 


They Told Us—But Few Believed 


When the Reds liquidated the Cominform in 1956, they stated in almost unmistakable 
terms what they had in mind, Freedom's Facts in May 1956 reported that the move "in no way 
means a weakening of links between the Communist Parties." The Reds themselves said the 
move was to strengthen the individual Parties' struggle against capitalists and to make it easier 
to win cooperation of non-Red socialists in the fight. 


People of the free world wanted "peace" so desperately that few believed what the Com- 
munists were really saying. What Red leaders tell us can be counted as propaganda. You find 
out what they are really saying by reading what they tell Communist Party members. 


An example is the organization of this new center for exchanging information among 
Communist Parties of the world. Communist leaders from 64 countries of the world approved the 
new set-up at a meeting in Moscow in November 1957, Freedom's Facts (December 1957) 
called this a "conquest of power" parley, for the proclamation issued at the time stated in 
part: "today. . .in a number of capitalist countries the working class headed by its vanguard the 
Communist Party has the opportunity. . .to win state power without civil war." It added: 
"Conquest of power by the proletariat is only the beginning." Afterwards, they promised 
abolition of private property and establishment of Communist tyranny. 


This "conquest of power" policy is what top Reds are still telling their fellow Party mem- 
bers. But they are trying to tell us in the free world a very different story. Radio Moscow 
(February 20) tried to pass off this new Moscow manifesto as "a peace manifesto." Why? 


Because the Reds say they will try to gain power by peaceful means, not by war or armed 
attacks. 


What The New Communist Information Center Means 


That the new Communist Information Center is important is indicated by the report that it 
is being set up by Mikhail Suslov, the rising new star in the Kremlin's inner circle. What it 
means to us, however, can be seen in a recent meeting of P. N. Pospelov, a subordinate of 
Party Boss Khrushchev in the Soviet Party Secretariat, and the Italian Communists. 


The Soviet Party newspaper Pravda (March 9) reported that Pospelov and other Soviet Reds 
had examined the Italian Reds' experience of joint action with socialists "for the defense of the 
cause of peace." Their report was that the Italian Reds are "trying to achieve the isolation of 
leading reactionary forces" and, by controlling labor unions, are working "to lead the Italian 


people to socialism under the leadership of the working class, that is, under the Communist 
Party." 


aif. 








Pravda continued that both the Italian and the Soviet delegations stressed the “urgency 
of the peace manifesto adopted by 64 Communist and Workers Parties, which points out that 
the main task today is the struggle for peace against military provocations of the imperialists." 
The "peace manifesto" adopted by the 64 Communist and workers parties in Moscow last 
November popped up again. Pravda noted that both the Italian and Soviet Reds supported this 
"conquest of power" by peaceful means policy. This means they will "struggle for peace 
against military provocations of the imperialists," work to set up "an efficient and universal 
system of collective security," and pledge their "loyalty to the great banner of proletarian 


internationalism." 





Since Marxist-Leninists believe that peace and security can only exist in a world dom- 
inated by the Communist Party, this involved Communist language simply means this: the 
Italian Reds will struggle against capitalism and for world Communism under the "great banner" 
of Moscow leadership. The purpose of the new Communist Information Center in Prague, 
Czechoslovakia, is to coordinate Communists in the United States, England, France, Africa, 
Latin America, Asia, the Middle East and elsewhere in a coordinated drive toward this one 
end—victory for Communism; defeat for free men, 


Violence In The Background 


The Communists say they would like to do all this "peacefully" if they can. But there 
is a joker, even in this. The November "conquest of power" proclamation stressed this vital 
point for us in the United States to ponder. Said the proclamation: “the possibility of non- 
peaceful transition to socialism should be borne in mind." 


If the Communists are bearing in mind "non-peaceful" attacks against us, we should 
remember it when talking "peace" to the Reds. We should also remember V.1. Lenin's striking 
words in 1920: "The principal task of the Communist Parties at the present moment is to unite 
the scattered Communist forces, to form in every country a united Communist Party (or to 
reinforce or revive already existing Parties) in order to increase tenfold the work of preparing 


the proletariat for the conquest of political power, the conquest of power precisely in the form 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat." (Underlining added, Ed.) 


"Conquest of political power" is certainly not a peaceful idea. 


WHO REMEMBERS FREE CZECHOSLOVAKIA? 


Just ten short years ago the Communists seized power in Czechoslovakia and the "Cold 
War" officially began. 


This had a shocking effect on the free world—and particularly on the United States—since 
the free nation of Czechoslovakia had been formed at a meeting in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania on 
June 30, 1918, when Professor Thomas G. Masaryk signed an agreement between Czechs and 
Slovaks to found the new state. Dr. Eduard Benes announced a provisional government in 
October 1918, and Professor Masaryk proclaimed independence of Czechoslovakia in Washington, 
D. C., on October 18, 1918. 


Few countries of the world had been linked more closely with the United States or with 
American love of freedom, Yet, in 1948 Czechoslovak Communists, supported by Soviet forces, 
took over the country “by peaceful means." Since then, the method of peaceful conquest has 
become a classic pattern for Red conquest in Asia, Africa, and Latin America. 





How They Did It In 1948 





Czechoslovakia was liberated from Hitler's rule by Soviet and American forces in 1945, 
The Reds already had their plans laid for conquest of power. Zdenek Fierlinger, reportedly 
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pro-Communist in his views, was put in as Prime Minister, and Klement Gottwald, a Com- 
munist, was made Deputy Prime Minister with Soviet support. 


As the Communists, under Gottwald, were gaining control of the Czechoslovak govern- 
ment, Americans withdrew from the scene. By liquidating the Comintern in 1943, Stalin had 
convinced many Westerners that the Reds no longer were trying to "Communize" the world, We 
were tired of war and rushed home to enjoy the promised fruits of "peace." 


In the Czechoslovak elections of May, 1946, the Communist Party emerged as the nation's 
strongest political party. Gottwald became Prime Minister. During 1947 and early 1948 eco- 
nomic crises grew, Communists extended control over the police and the judiciary, Communist 
armed police roamed the streets, and Soviet Deputy Foreign Minister V.A. Zorin was sent to 
Prague to help in the final Red take over. 


Communist action committees went to work, Uprisings and strikes were fomented. A 
Communist ultimatim was given to the non-Communist parties, and on February 25 President 
Benes gave in, approving a new cabinet with Gottwald as Premier. 


Then Came The Red Tyranny 


Jan Masaryk, the Czechoslovak foreign minister, was killed in a "fall" from an open 
window in May, 1948; President Benes died in September; forced labor camps were established 
in October; book censorship was established in December; the liquidation of "hostile elements" 


began. 


Today, Czechoslovakia, like many countries in Eastern Europe—like the Ukraine and 
Byelorussia and like mainland China—is ruled by Red tyranny. Most people in the free world 
watched Czechoslovakia and the other countries fall without even understanding at the time 
what was happening. 


How much have we learned about Communists and their techniques of conquest in the past 
ten years? Under the dynamic leadership of Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev, these political 


predators are on the prowl again. Have we really learned enough to beat this new kind of 
"peaceful" threat to our free way of life? 


EVERYTHING IS REALLY UPSIDE DOWN IN RED CHINA 





When we were children, we used to talk about digging a hole through the earth to China 
and say that when we got there, we would find everything upside down. Well, in Red China 
this seems to be true. Here is an example: More than 9,000 Chinese "capitalists" met in 
Peking, China, March 5, but not to talk about improving business. Instead, they passed a 
resolution to "try to turn themselves in two years into people living by their own labor." 


Imagine members of your Rotary, Lions, Elks, or Kiwanis voting to give up their years 
of hard work to get ahead in favor of turning themselves into laborers. Sounds like nonsense, 
doesn't it? But the Chinese "capitalists" know what they are doing. The resolution they 
passed "unanimously" stated that they were determined to "change their political standpoint, 


accept the leadership of the Communist Party, work wholehartedly for socialist construction, 
and learn from the workers." 


Too Sad To Be Funny 


According to Yueh Sung-sheng, Chairman of the Peking Federation of Industry and Com- 
merce and supposedly one of Peking's leading capitalists: "capitalists have a great future if 


in 





they would discard the capitalist standpoint and create conditions for themselves to live solely 
on wages." Yueh knew what he was talking about. As he intimated in his talk, there is only 
one alternative to giving up their businesses for a life of toil. That alternative is liquidation. 


The Peking meeting was not unique. On March | some 15,000 "capitalists" in Shanghai 
resolved to turn themselves into wage earners in three to five years. Some 30,000 "capitalists" 
in Tientsin also have announced plans to "break away from capitalism and get to the socialist 
standpoint." The Kwangming Daily (February 28) reported that this campaign of riches-to-rags 
is helping "the whole country move forward." 


The Serious Side 


Such public decisions of "capitalists" mark a great Communist victory over the spirits of 
millions of freedom-loving Chinese. Many of these—including capitalists—at one time thought 
they could "live with Communism." Now they are learing that to live under Communist rule 
they must surrender their independence to the will of the Communists. 


Had they read Communist theory, they would have known to expect this treatment, for 

Stalin pointed out in Foundations of Leninism (1924): "The fundamental question of revolution 
is the question of power. . . The seizure of power is only the beginning. . . . The whole point is to 
retain power, to consolidate it, to make it invincible. . . .To attain this it is necessary to carry 
out at least the three main tasks that confront the dictatorship of the proletariat, . .a) to break 
the resistance of the landlords and capitalists who have been overthrown and expropriated by 

e revolution, to liquidate every attempt on their part to restore the power of capital; 
b) to organize construction in such a way as to rally all the laboring people around the 
proletariat. . .; and c) to arm the revolution, to organize the army of the revolution for the 
struggle against foreign enemies, for the struggle against imperialism." (Underlining added, Ed.) 


Communist Chinese give every evidence of moving toward victory in category (a) to 
consolidate their power and make it invincible. This is their plan. Now, only time will tell 
if they can really succeed in it. 
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